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FAM nile tht to many of my reders an gg for | 

this publication will be neceſſary. There is, I freely 
own, ſomething peculiarly irkſome and unpleaſant in a pubs 
lic controverſy with a perſon refiding in the ſame place with 
one's ſelf, and eſpecially one with whom we have ſome 
degree of acquaintance,. and whom we -gre"in the habit of 
_ cecaſionally meeting. On this account I was ſorry to hear 


of Mr. Burn's publiſhing any thing againſt me; and though 
he was ſo obliging as to ſend me a copy of his Letters, 1 for- 


bore to peruſe them, till I was informed that they were much . 
read, and made an impreſſion unfavourable to tbe principles 
which I have maintained . Publications aſcribed to two 
othir damned qhis. wh, the profits of the latter of 
which were to go to the General Infirmary (though I do 
not ſuppoſe that it has been this that has encouraged the 
truſtees to undertake the new wings of their buildingy} being 
aware of my natural infirmity, which is a too great prompt- . 
neſs to write, I never read at all; becauſe, if I have any 
controverſy (except it be of a perfectly amicable nature) 1 


| prefer having it with perſons at a diſtance, and wich whom 


I have no particular connection. But Mr. NOTRE] 
| nm | 


| That there is nothing in myſelf ſo particularly hoſtile'to 
the eftabliſhed clergy, as is generally imagined, may appear 
from ſome circumſtances of my life, which (as, in a Preface, 
writers claim. the privilege of b won them- 
 felves) I ſhall mention. 1 


* Sinee the writing of this Preface there has been a cond oli of | 
Mr. . 
YT | "AX - " Thad 


„ 


: i . Prack. 
| T had my gramenar learing under » clergyman at a large 


TY 8 * ſchool, and though he lived to ſee me write againſt 


the principles of the church, to which he himſelf was 
ER attached, he retained a * for me, 1 1 
did for lim, lot as he el. wy ? * 
EX - At Needham Market in Suffolk; where L was fie ſets, 
o the moſt intimate friend that I had was the rector of $tow- 
Market, three miles from me. We hach as it Were put one 
heart, eee voting But opinion: * W g 
4 * i = a N 
t NamhptWich, ay Wit denen wir de of Me 
at the diſtanet of one mile, ball # room in his Houſe which 
CCC Wwhich T" Always Tide "ſe of When 
Det en conventany%o me io fen en Eren a f 
from home, Wen 1 never did except with him! 
| 7 ſaid that he had ever known a Diſſenter before me. rd 
dWdommon loye ef ſetene brought'us'nequiinted,"and'T kave 
+, non in mypolieſſions teleſcope, made with his own hands, 
| Wbleh he bave mne as a token Gf lis frienthip. ann "2007 
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At Leeds I herd not ſay ow Happy I was in the foclety | 


5 of Mr Michell, ſo well known as the inventor of artificial 
© magnets, and for his diſtinguiſhed merit as # philoſopher in 
geneml. MyHiftory of Diſeoveriet conc#niug of Vifton, Tight 
wid Cilburs, Fafticietitly ſhews my ititercoutſe with Him, and 

— oattrhghng unYer to Him, ED ne Theres 
Wen T'wis with the Marquis" of Landon, Dr. 
„ Frampton that neigbouthood, whoſe principles in church 
| and ſtate were the high, as they are called, of any man's that 
Lever met wich, who even retiined/aftrong predilection for 
ami el the Stewarts, and ht rein ir to his death, 
_ for ſome time kept aloof from me. But a common Tove of 
8 Buntes «range: brought us intimately acquainted ; ancł at 
J when his troubles came upon him, I was perhaps the 

MF only perſon who had his intire confidence, and whom he gan- 
Per * With ſome failings, as 
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this opportunity of mentioning him. In converſation, and 
preaching extempore, which he always did without prepa- 


rain, from the. leſſan of the day, his talents were, indeed, 


I took. great pleaſure in hearing bim, but 
more eſpecially on particular occaſions, when he excelled 
every. man that I have yet heard. He then compoſed 


long diſcourſes, and ſometimes read them to me before they 
were delivered; ſaying (which I doubt not was literally-true) 


that aſter reading them once with care he could deliver the 


whole verbatim, without notes, making only fuch alter- 


ations as occurred to him at the time of delivery. The 
laſt time that I heard him was at the conſecration of a 
church by the late biſhop of London, who. had a great 


friendſhip for him. After the ſervice (at which I wasmuch. 


more pleaſed than I expected to have been) he introduced 
T 
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various acquaintance, tew men now living have had a better 
opportunity of acquiring it than myſelf. | This has ariſen 


from the great variety of my purſuits, which has naturalix 
brought me acquainted with. perſons. of — 


characters. One day I remember I dined in company with 


an eminent popith prieſt 4 the evening I ſpent with philoſo- 


phers, determined unbelievers; the next morning I break- 


faſted; at his own requeſt, with a moſt zealouſly orthodox 


dlergyman, Mr. Foplady, and the reſt of that day I ſpent 
with Dr. Jebb, Mr. Lindſey, and ſome uthers, men in all 
reſpecta after my-own heart. 1 haue fince enriched my ac- 
"4 with that of ſome very intelligent Jews; and my 
| oppanents, e eee 
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mity to the eſtabliſhed clergy, and that I am not diſpoſed to 
moleſt them, if they do not moleſt me; nor while contro 
verſy is conducted in a fair and open manner, will this cir- 


cumſtance make any unpleaſant difference between me and 


any man. I am at this day in habits of great intimacy with 
ſeveral of my opponents, and I have no objection to meet 


any of them, numerous as they are, if they have no objeRtion 
to meet me. Mr. Burn would not have entertained ſo fright- 


«Ü ſA—— . EPR», T nn 
One reaſon for this publication is to ſhew thoſe who will 
- hear reaſan, what ſtrange miſconceptions have been taken up 


by well meaning people (for ſuch I take Mr. Burn to be) 


who are governed by prejudice, and who, through that in- 
fluence, will not take proper pains to inform themſelves of 
the truth of what they hear generally propagated, concerning 
thoſe whoſe religious principles they diſapprove. What he 
. advances in theſe Letters, void of all foundation as it is, is 
ſuch. declamation as I am informed is continually ſounded 


from the pulpits of the churches, and other places of worſhip, 


in this town, and indeed in many other. parts of England, 

as well as by the preachers in the ſtreets, to whom however 
I am a ſincere well-wiſher ;: repreſenting me as the declared 
- n einn its place. 


ia „ 
8 tbe a9 an aboute dle I hav ben in ſeveral pb- 


lications, particularly a very late one, intitled Theodaſius, the 
_ writer of which repreſents Mr. Silas Dean, as declaring: 


upon his death bed, that he derived his atheiſtical principles, 
And d his ruin, from me, that I have called Jeſus ' Chriſta 


baſtard, and his mother a whore, and that the Marquis of 
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N Lanſdown ſeriouſly remonſtrated with me on the ſubject; 
4 __  aſcribing an habitual gloomy. turn of mind whenever I am 
1 * not in company, which he is pleaſed to give me, to thoſe 
ſecret miſgivings and apprehenſions of ſinking into annihi- 
lation to which Atheiſts are liable. Others have aſſerted 
- that I have publicly declared that, I would never reſt 
« till I had pulled down that impoſtor Jeſus Chriſt,” and 
2 preacher at Briſtol, in the hearing of a friend of mine, 
ſaid in his ſermon, that «I enen © 
rather than be os e | | 


olds Teenie Oh frm eee die wang 

who living in the ſame town with me; has had a much better 

opportunity of knowing my real ſentiments, as well as my 

general conduct, appears to be no better informed on the 
: 1 ſubject ; having been ſeized with ſuch an, unaceountable 
1 about the dangerous tendency of my - principles; un- 

1 > mindful of the excellent maxim of my motto from Eeclef. 

xi. 7. eee eee, 
em- ns ere. 2 


11 L could E (but 
J have ſeen ſo much of the blindneſs of bigotry, that I am 
ſurprized at nothing which. originates from it) it would be 
at my being repreſented as undervaluing the ſcriptures, which 
is the burden of the ſong of Mr. Burn; when it is evident 
_ that few men, if any, have given more attention to them than 
myſelf. And what muſt be his on opinion of the ſeriptures, 
who can ſuppoſe that the conſequence of an acquaintance 
Wako is Ws comtangy.of ant. ; 


x wie acquainted with them, Fees TY "BY 
child, and read the Old Teſtament in Hebrew earlier than 


. at perſon 1 haye yet met with. To fay nothing of what 

8 I base written in ſupport of the evidence of revelation 
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. PhihGpbiat Unkeliever,” Laters ts the Feivs} my Charch 


Hiftory, and ſeveral other works; as 4 miniſter, beſides 
preaching, in which the doctrines and maxims of the ſcrip- 


a conſiderable portion of them, and T intend in due time to 


three claſſes into which I diſtribute the part of the 


| congregation,” and which 1 attend to every funday, is the 
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\ Many of my heologilpbticicns dates 
of ſeripture. It is pretty well-known that the 


of the Bible, eſpecially thoſe that 


were taken from the collation of Hebrew manuſcripts, 'and 
the late verſions, were collected by me, and that I under- 


| took it fromthe mere liking that I had to the work; and I 
am now engaged with ſome friends in a work of much more 


labour, which will ſhew in a till ſtronger light how much I 


value the ſcriptures, and how defirous I am that they ſhould 


charged me with PRC 
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Haring dee 
and abuſe, from perſons wh have had no very bad men 
ing Lem very ready to make allowance for thoſe prejudices == 


by which they have been firſt miſled themſelves, and then 


- miſlead others, and it does not aſe? me at all. But for ds 


ſake of ſome who are not abſolutely deaf and 3/;nd, hut that 
they can bear ard” for what is plainly brought before them, 
I thus endeavour to rectiſy their -N "winch hurt 
te nor mevyny 0 INF T 5 ir 

ee eee eee ee Sho | 
df B b day Re-ment bi nes le 
important ſubjects to which they relate; nothing being 
wanted but this attention, and free diſcuſſions continued a 
ſufficient length of time, to give a firm eſtabliſhment'ts 
whatever is truth. As I only wiſh for a candid hearing, 1 


| ſhall think 1 have not written in vain, if by means of theſe 
an rare eee eee gb elm ee e 
e ee de eren eg 4 8 
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the cauſe of oredviliay (ha is of long eſtabliſhed opinions 


© friendly aid I fear I ſhould have gone from ent | Ps 
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3 they have taken ſo great an alarm, [and wich 


will certainly blow it up at length ; and perhaps as ſuddenly, 
as unexpectedly, and as completely, as the overthrow of 
the late arbitrary government of France. If an inhabi- 


tant will not ſubmit to a thorough examination, and reaſon- 
able repairs,” of the building he occupies, the conſequnce 


muſt be that, without] gunpowder, or even a high wind, 
it muſt ſome time or other fall, and happy may he think 


bimſelf if he can eſcape unhurt from the ruins. If this 
ſhould be the cafe with the church of England, the clergy 
cannot ſay that they have had no warning. They are 


abouring for its deſtruction much more than I am. If I 
be laying gunpotuuer, they are providing the match, and their 

VVV 
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the violent oppoſitionth at is now ſo unexpectedly, and 

ſo unreaſonably, made by almoſt the whole body of the 
clergy, and the high church party throughout the kingdom, 


to the repeal of the Corporation and Teft Ads (Acts ſingularly 


© "diſgraceful to this country, eſpecially as pretending to liber-. _ 


ality, ſince no ſuch thing exiſts no where but in this, and 


Wich, I am confident do no ſervice at all to the eſtabliſhed: 
church) and eſpeciallly in the numerous publications to 
vhich the diſcuſſion is continually giving riſe. By theſe 


means the minds of men will in time be enlightened, not 


only on this, but on other more important ſubjects con- 


nected with it, concerning which Diſſenters, as well as their 
opponents, have hitherto been much in the dark. They 
will now be in the way of being much better inſtructed in 


the facred rights of men, and of nations, and eſpecially in the 
nature of the connection that has hitherto ſtrangely ſubſiſted 
between the church and the fate, a connection than which 


nothing can be more unnatural, the one being a #ingdom ef 
this world, and the other not; ſo that it was neceſſary for 
the latter totally to change its nature, and guard itſelf by 


alliance. 
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ficed. The 47 of Theration would hardly paſs now, and 
ſtill leſs would the liberty of the preſs be permitted, if it was 
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perſuaded that, were any law exiſting by which they were 
excluded from the peerage, from - ſeats in the houſe of 


Commons, or from voting at elections for members of 
poarliament, they would not be repealed. The meaſure 
would be faid to be inconſiſtent with tb ſafety of the churehy/Þ 


to which every thing, how valuable ſoever, muſt be ſacri- 


not enjoyed. This would certainly be thought to be in- 
nitely dangerous, both to church and ſtate. Indeed, it is 


thing at which any thing «unſound in church or ſtate has 


reaſon to tremble. Now, what we have good reaſon to think 
would not be given, we have ſome FOG ANI 


; yay? 0 . 


The 7 that has now e 


carry into execution thoſe penal ſtatutes, which we had 


flattered ourſelves had been for ever dormant; and yet in 
this ſituation we are continually inſulted with being told, 
that we actually enjoy a complete taleration for the profeſſion 
of our religion; whereas it is ter OH 
du ng | 


The. dreadful. penalties, of the Teſt Aa. . 
begun to be exacted at Nottingham, a place famous for the 
erection of the ſtandard of Charles I. at the commencement 
of what has been called the grand rebellion. By this act, for 
the diſchage of à civil office, for which their townſmen 
thought them qualified, the late magiſtrates of that place muſt 
now, beſides paying the ſum of five hundred pounds each, be 
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niftrators of any perſen, or being capable of any legacy. os | 
deed of gift . To this. dreadful penalty (a puniſkmant 
proper for only the greateſt crimes) is almoſt every diſſent- | 
ing miniſter now. ſubject, only for ecollucting the tax that 
is to be paid at the birth of a child; which, however, they 
are obliged. to do, under the penalty of twenty pounds. It 
will be ſaid that this was an and: was not intended 
to aſſect hem. But neither was the Teſt AQ inſelf origi- 
waz intended to affect Diſſentere, and yet it is nom rigon - 
auſly enforced upon them. At preſent the queſtion is not 
whether a thing be right or wrong, 7 or unreeſon- 
able. At is ſuſhcient.that it will mortify the Diſſenters. To 
this blind rage; both the. honeur and the beſt intereſt of the 
cauntry maſt be: acrificed. What a contraſt is now exhi-. 
bited bet weem the two rival nations of France and England, 
ue. dee eee een RAR 


Chace infatuation on this ſubje&t is ſo great, —_— 
call to our minds ſimilar infatuations which, in the courſe 
of divine providence, have frequently preceded the greateſt 
and, moſt unenpecſed, revolutions in ates... Gf this 
nature was that which, affected the zealots, as they were 
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f ee providence, and by 


Wo br non hriftian maxim is 
10 bear every Ter poet un if vr oe gegen 
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which” on with aftoniſhing rapidity the defirattion 
B ener ; 
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friends of the court, many of them very ſenfible men, before 
the commencement of the American war, be now found, 
we thould ſee that the reaſons urged for the” coercion of 

America (lich was then the favourite pkruſe) on the prin- 
 Ciple that tw pail Taxis and the" Americtns not C and hien 
was maintained to be a meaſure equally jf and apa 
were ſo weak as to favour of this infatuation. And the 


conſequences of this ſtrange deluſion, which began with me 


court, infected the clergy, and was propagated through the 
nation, occaſioned the total loſs of Aimerica, an evemt which 
was deemed to be impoſſible, and indeed which nothing 
PPP 4 


But what is more wonderful ſtill, „ 
great addition to the national debt (which, if the ſeparation 
of the countries hall taken place amicably, might have been 
faved) we find ourſelves not- the worſe, but the better fot 
the event, which both friends ànd enemies imagined would 
beiour ruin. Let us hope then that, though the preſent 
- infatuation about the corporation and teſt acts, and thi 
violent zeal for the eſtabliſhed church, ſhould iſſue in the 
Toſs of that church, which the clergy would perſuade us is 
x neceſſary to the ſupport of the ſtate, this fame ate, Which 
 Exiſtell long before this church was known, may, contrary 
. 70 their predictions,” find itſelf not the weaker, but the 
ſtronger, the lighter, and in all reſpects the better for it; 
that after ihis dreaded event, there will be, hat I can cafily 
conoeive, even more ful religion in the country than _ 
& now, PP eee 
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2 which is the end of all religion, 


eſpecially as it reſpects the fate, as good as thoſe of the 
. eſtabliſhment? and ſhould not we do this with more eaſe, 


if we were not burdened with the ſupport of our ſhare of 1 


the eſtabliſhed religion befides. The faireſt thing would 
certainly be for all the members of the ſtate to bear their 
CCC 
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8 „Achten nch the Americny/Stite nothing at all od 
| yet they have more of it than we have; whereas for the 

fame commodity, and of an inferior quality, we pay a moſt 

enormous ſum, collected in the worſt manner, and beſides 

, e e e ef by _—_ 
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more ſtrict, than many of them now are in the exaction of their 
tythes, and the whole buſineſs of tythes may ſoon be over. 
The greateſt enemies to the church are by no means the Diſ- 

ſenters. Nor is this the only way in which the clergy have 
deen working their on deſtruction. Another fooliſh and 

umjuſt war, like that with America, which was chiefly urged 
the clergy (and ſuch another, if the court propoſes, the 
- will certainly ſecond) can hardly fail to bring their 
affairs to a criſis s. If they be wiſe, they will conſider the 
An times, a very eee me thei proceed- 
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; 1* Ven] was ating ht i th hoſe of Los in the coun: 
of the American, war, and ons of the biſhops whing the oe fe A 
miniſeries Das of Rickmond fudderty roſe, an 1 
png ry « War,” ſaid he, © is attended with expence ; if 
wa be diſtreſſed, and muſt have money, we know where we may get 


i” Tndood, the aditon of one hundred 294 e millions © the partard be 


debt, occaſioned by that war (which may be called a war of the Court and 


8 I conſider as a towards the deſtruction of the 
3. . | 
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Let then take care leſt, by too vigorouſly refiting ouraß- 
W for what was never intended to hurt them, and 
what in itſelf cannot poſſibly hurt them, they ſhould, b7 
their own violence do themſelves the moſt ſerious evil. 1 
have always been an avowed enemy of all civil efabliſoments 


e chriſtianity, but many Diſſenters are not ſo. I foreſee, 


however, that they ſoon will be, and that by means of 
In the nation at large. It begins te be adopted even by the 
catholics. See Mr. e 
ends + v 2 


The utility of ecclefielica ohablifhment is 2 bee. . | 


it behoves the clergy always to keep ont of fight ag much as 


poſſible, But their rage againſt the Diſſenters will obtrude 
it on the public, and in conſequence of this, if they proceed 
as they have begun, I ſhould be ſorry to inſure their ſyſtem 
twenty years longer. Whether I be more pleaſed, or diſ- 
pleaſed, with their preſent violence, let them now judge. 
he greater their violence, the greater is our confidence of 
final ſucceſs. Becauſe it will excite more public diſcuſſion, 


a e e n ya 


| 1 have been inſenſi led A 
when I began this Preface, but. the circumſtances of the 


times muſt be my apology. If any perſon, whoſe eye it 


may catch, take an uſeful hint from it; it will be well; but 


an old and true proverb ſays, Experience keeps a dear fehool, 
"but fools will learn at no other. Nations, and all great 
do dies of men, are generally in this ſituation. I 
e 8 
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On the Principle of Mr. Burn's Oljedtion to 5 
| | | | any. the . of * 
5 . AVN n, . 


AVING had many "Letters, ws. trentifes | in 1 1 _ 
every. form, addreſſed to me.on;the ſubje&-of my 4 
r e opinions, and knowing your zeal for what is 94 
i * uſually called orthodoxy, I was not to. ſee an —_ 
* _- advertiſement of Letters of yours to me, though I could * , © 
| not imagine why they ſhould be on the Infallibility of the 3 
Apoſtolic Tgflimony concerning the Perſon of Chrift, becauſe | _ 
4 it was an authority which I had never called in queſtion... | 
— I always took it for granted that the apoſtles, and all the . a 
f 3 eafly diſciples of Chriſt, knew very well what kind of being 5 
their maſter was; and in all my writings on the ſubject 
my only object has been to aſcertuin, by their own writings 
in the firſt place, and other media of proof in the ſecond, 
what was their opinion. This, I ſhould have thought, 
muſt have abundantly appeared from the whole firain of 3 
my controverhal works, which are written in a manner 
not very liable to be miſunderſtood. For, . 
2 wag yo. indifferent to all conſequences, in the 
2 BY | le purſuit of truth, I always write with e 
1 * with * ene 
2 W 


— — . — 
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2 4 . i 
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a * 2 _ 
e 1 


| Pr, Ss AI | | ">> 
5 2 e TITTY ro Tur 
N i 
* -qhint; "bur yeodabing any evidence whatever from my 
own writings, | you” conte yourſelf-with taking it for 
a | granted that, in the denten concerning th pron of Ori 
I intirely undervalue, and endeavour to invalidate,” the 
3 authority F the ſcriptures, as knowing, or ſuſpecting, it to 
be againſt me; and having recourſe to I kno hot what 
other ſhifts, as you call them; p. a8. (which of courſe im- 
_ plies diſingenuity, and a deſign to impoſe upon my N 
f to gain my purpoſe. Al dus is ſo contrary to fa, and 
every appearance of fact, that, verſed as Tam in controverſy _ 
Ion myſelf for the firſt time, at Te e 
F 
All t von dude une front the Theolepicel 2 
ie hich I have maintained that ſome texts in the Old 
Teſtament have been"improperly quoted by writers in the 
New. But this is not the queſtion between us, but Whether 
_ _ they were miſled in their ideas concerning the porſen of Ghrif, 


10 as to miſlead others, by ſuch miſ-quotations. It does "3 
not follow that 1 845 of ppoſe the apoliles to have been 
falle in were therefore fallible in a. TY 


"You auf certainly, * have written for the uſe of thaſe 
by only" (and they are very many) who will never look ioto 
_ any of my writings, to fee whether your repreſentations | 
be fair or not. And, indeed, it is hardly poſſible for pfain 1 

8 mem -accuſtomed to hear, and to ſpeak truth, to fulpect ET 
| that fuch charges as thoſe i in Jour Letters cauld be ad- 
 vanced without ſome foundation, eſpecially as Letters pub- 
ned arid indiſcrimin taly fol, muſt be open to my inſpec · 
tion as well as that the Wet at large, ſo that your Wo: - 


- * IO RA MEar 


2. ok an l n 8 1 
1 might do with reſpect to m tat 4 
this. change. of mine againſt you will be admitted withoujt 
1 I chall not follow. your example, in repreſenting your | 1 
er e n in the above er 
| Bow feral tes kl AAS GIL Man rar 
man, and efperially-a chriſtian, and 2 chitiſtian miniſter, 7 
| ARIES IEC Wngs WE NS — 
:" "Ha 4 Wigh the/generatity of Proteſtants,” you key p. 9 1 wh 
"<. conſider this teftimony,”* ¶ via. that of the apolites-coni- 7 
cerning the perſon of Chriſt] © as-infallible') ' You have = 3 
« taken conſiderable pains to eſtabliſh the contrary doctrine. { 
It is on this ground that the arg mm Þ 
© the compariſon of ſcripture with itſelf, in prof of Chriſt's 1 
3 2 a unenly impertinent 
* BY” - — « and inconcluſive.” :- | 
ER | Tung i ben for granted, chat I condider the &s 
7 e (incompetent witneſſes inthe eaſe, you lay, P. the Spotl i 
© teſtimony which the Spirit bore tw Cheift— left the upof- 9 


* 4 » * 4 tles ſtil! under the dominion of prejudice arid miſtake 
<« concerning the perſon of the Meſſiali eontfrion ſetiſe will! | 
| 4 « oblige us to conſider their qualifications as effentially de- „ 
: e ficient,” Then you add (wh what you would think 
: do be ſome bunionr)- * It will be difficult t6 comeerve how 


uch conduct in due apoſtles could evhfft with the 
< miſe of their maſter, unleſs we ſuppoſe that /coutng 5 
„% OTE 1 
able part. of their miffion®, may de adminted 36 the "Ml 
7 eee tha they dead we d ins 0 rd. ; 
concerning the \ 1 
8 Raste. 708 r | | | 


. Nacing of in our Saviour pane qt or 85 
which only tequire them. to ge g to every create; 
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8 8 855 LETTERS TO'THE 


57 Rn ̃ 
in this controverſy, the whole of it, however, taken from 


your on imagination; neither producing, nor, I. will ven 


ture to ſay, being able to produce, any evidence whatever 


for any one of the aſſertions in e which. are indeed 


ſufficiently contradictory to others. a ty ne a 
Let any man. of candoup-attend. to the manner, in 


which you would diſpoſe 'of the argument from ſcrip- 
« ture in proof of the trinity: let him examine with care 


your very ingenious attempt to bring this only deciſive 
& mode of proof into diſcredit by diverting the attention of 
„ chriſtians to early opinions and general. confiderations, me- 


< diums of reef, which in the determination of this contro- 


& verſy arg little better than learned impertinences; let 
4 him ate you, now depeſing Chriſt: and his apoſ- 
© 5.0668 from the ſeat. of infallible aulbority; anon, exaltmg 

« them on the ſhoulders of Ebion, and other his | 


tt cotemporaries, as Teachers ſent from Gad. Let him be- 


4 hold even Dr. Prieſtley floundering in the toils of popiſh 
ſophiſtry: NE Hens Toad as LEO: 
«ture; at another, ſupporting that authority by the teſti- 


4 mony of the church: and again when expedient, bring- | 
E ing the authority of both into queſtion! And what will be 


&.his inference from ſuch conduct? Will he inſtantly con- 


te clude that a divine, who can have recourſe to ſhifts. like 
; “ thele is ſerious; mb he rake: ef Che Ertan as fass. 7 


able to his opinions? 


It appears to me that every. e e ban kart. 
7 down as fact, concerning my ſentiments and conduct in 


the controverſy concerning the perſon of Chriſt, has ariſen 
not from any attention that you have given to my real con- 


dun in u, becauſe it has been the very reverſe of what you 
biſtory'of i AQs of the apottes nothing is ld about his'naturs tis 


evident chat pul opti r Peter, after 


the deſcent of the Spinit, when Mr, Burn ſuppoſe his mind to be moſt 


un 8 contents himſelf with callin Longo a man approved = 
and onder: which ad did Ham wits ram 
ae 8 1 
| deſcribe 


5 | | | 


23S 1 
I 

* A 

4 _ 


* . ” 
* - 


"atv. Mk, Dunn; | 5 


deſetibe but from your taking it for granted, that the 
doctrine of the divinity of Chrift is ſo plainly taught in the 


Leriptures, that all but fools or tnaves, muſt ſee and acknow- - 


edge it, If you ſay p. 28, © the infallibility of this 


© teſtimony can once be eſtabliſhed, nothing farther ſeems 
4 to be requiſite to determine its ſenſe in favour of ortho- 
«doxy, than a common . W * 


| _<hriſtian gabe. 


It follows, therefore, that, as 1 do not acknowledge this 


vbertbodur defirine, as. you call it, I muſt be deffitute either 


of common under flanding, or of chriftian fimplicity.; and as 
you are pleaſed to allow me the former, you mult of neceſſity 
deny me the latter, Not being poſſeſſed, then of chriffian 
Jimplicity, T have recourſe to what you call , that js, 
I fee the truth, and know it to be contained in the ſcrip- 
tures, but, from ſome principle, or ſome cauſe, which you 
call, p. 27, a love of innovation®, I perſiſt in denying it, 
and fighting againſt it, and againſt the EA too, 1 8 
they contain it. 

Now, Sir, let the perſon whom you have brought to the 


bar of the public be heard in his own defence, with reſpect 
to his treatment of the ſcriptures, and the uſe that he has 
made of them in the controverſy concerning the perſon, of 
 Chrift, that it may be ſeen whether it be true in fad, that 
of do reject the authority of the ſcriptures, as !mpertinent and 


* To chen that I. am aftuated. by a bus of innovation, Hg 1 
however, is an odd kind of principle, and leads to no certain end, Mir k 
Burn ſhould ſhew that I am, or pretend to be, an innovator ; whereas in 


all m 2 ns Iam a follower of others. My ideas 
of indication, ich Mr. Burn the greateſt alarm, are only 
thoſe of Caſtalio, a warn e and many others, the moſt intelligent and 


excellent of men, and e e eee in which 


lived. With reſpe& to my opinion co n of Chrift 
Tabula cannot be ſaid to be any innovator; for —— conſider him 


2s merely @ man inſpired of God, and many from the earlieft times, as well 


of late years, before I was a writer, or before I was „ have been 
of apinion, L am, they be beer the. legitimate fon. of and Mary- 
How then does it appear that I have. been ſo, grealy mi by thefove Of... | 
innovation, when in fact I have innovated in at I may as 


well charge Mr. Burn with the love of innovation. For his opinions | 


N ac Pia 
3 


 Inconeluſrus . - 


- 


— — 


—— — — _—_—— —ä—ð—— — 
— — — — — 


1 — 
— ä——— r — 


> — 
2 


— — 


0 771 4 d * 5 . 
— 5 > _—_—_ 5 E — IPs Bo og, , — 
e — — — 
4 #4 * :, ” 8 "So 
— 
p 
- 
p 
* 


— 
a” N 22 — ar, Ao . an 
— _ hs IAC A TI —— 
* | - N we) 1 h 
2 * * 


f 6 r Aren 0 run 


 inconcluſoot, and whether I have taken 2 Jinc you r To 


dre dnn prove this. 
As what I way adrange af ron ray be fuſpedted tobe 


Fee by the force of your expoſtulations on the ſ 
ſhall-quote what I have ſaid 3efare, and in the of 


| this very controverſy, which your Letters reſpect, and with 


Which you ought to have been well acquainted. Now, 
| you will find that you yourſelf cannot appeal to the ſerip- 
tures with more confidence in proof of your opinion con- 
cerning the perſon of Chriſt, than T have always done in 
prof of mine; having ever conſidered the ts/timuny of the 


Jul us infallible in this cake, as much as you can do. And 


the queſtion between us at preſent is not which of us appeals 
to the ſcriptures with the greateſt propriety and effect, but 


whether I appeal to them at ali, or not, and whether I be 
willing to. abide by their evidence. For you conſider me 


as even labouring to invalidate it. Vour conduct on this 
occaſion is the more extraordinary, as it has been that of 


ſeveral of my other opponents, whoſe miſapprehenſions I 


I have repeatedly corrected. a ens ſarns to'Dy.00720d 


of replying to the ſame calumny. 
The author of the tract called ne ab wade - 
the ſame objeQtion to my conduct in the following words, 


would modeſtly and reſpectfully aſk what can be the 


< reaſon that Dr. Prieſtley ſhould put the iſſue of this im- 
. portant controverſy on the teſtimony of the Fathers, rather 
<«. than on that of the inſpired writers of the New FTeftament,” 


To this. I replied as follows, If he will look into my 
other . writings, he will find that I conſider the great 
© frong-hald'of the Unitarians to be the, ſcriptures. It was 
the ſtudy of the ſcriptures that made me an Unitarian; 


and I have ſaid it muſt be that which will make others ſo. 
I would take the liberty to refer him to my Appeal to the 


© Profaſſors of c chriſhanity, the Tiiuftration of particular texts, 
S the General view of Arguments, &c; and the Introduction 


tomy large Hiſtory, which I hope will ſoon be in his hands. 


* However, CY 9 a little allegory) 
"© think 


Www 


2 . Av. MR. AN. 2 
« myſelf i full poſſefion of this Hong bold of m 
© faith, thought I eovtd alfo ſeize upon a certain! out-work, 
| _ + of ſome importance; in which the enemy had thought 
| _ - © himſelf ſecurely lodged, Accordingly I made a ſally, and 
1 © Jifloged bim. Attetnpts have been made to diſpoſfe sg 
* ms of it, but hitherto they have been ineffectual. I am 
| © now ſtrengthening the fortifications belonging to it; and, | 
* © here I am determined to ſtand a cloſe and regular fiege, "48 
10 conducted T hope By my preſent able oponient ; and if I 1 
© be compelled to ſurrender; I hope to acquit myſelf in ſueh 
125 N 2 manner, as to be entitled to leave it with all the honours 
1 © of war. Still, however, I ſhall have my frong-bold to 
* _ © retire into.* f 
. « Surely,” ſuys this writer, p. 8, « it mult be acknow; | 
« 164ged, that the divinity of Chriſt is a doQrine Which the 
1 | © ſterecd ſtent to maintain; and Dr. Priefiley -_ 
* . «himſelf will not wonder that à plain unlettered chriſtian, 
r ho bs borrowed but little light from Philoſophy, 
« ſhould imagine he reads it there. 80, I own the caſe 
8 © did appear to myſelf formerly. But as I read them now, 
4 * sa the ſcriptures do not ſecm to teach any ſuch doctrine, but, 
| in the plaineſt of all languape, fuch as the moſt unlettered 
NILS « chriſtian muſt underftand, they uniformly and emphatically 
teach the contrary doctrine, viz, that the Father is the 


| * only true God, and Chriſt the creature, the meſſenger, 
© and the ſervant of that God. 


Without entering particularly into the argument at pre- 

© ſent, I appeal to the general tenor of the ſcriptures, in 

which Cad and Chrift are conſtantly mentioned as beings, 

bor perſons, of a quite different rant, much more ſo than 

© man and beaſt. They are never once confounded'; and in 

© rio ſetiſe whatever, not even in the loweſt of all, is Chriſt 

- © ſo much as called God in all the New Teſtament. I beg my 
© candid antagoniſt only to read over the few following plain 

i paſſages, and let him ſay, if he does not find great difficulty 

. in accommodating them to his ſyſtem, And N 

'B „ | 


fs REL rns ro THE 


335 . contain 


i in the plaineſt words, the ſame great doctrine. 


© Ex. xx. 3. eee 


: „Deut. vi. 4. Hear, © Iſrael, the Lord our Gad is one Lord, 
| © which. is called (Mark xii. 29.) by our Saviour himſelf, 
* the firft of all the commandments. 1. Cor. viii. 6. To us 


3 © ebere 5 is but one Cod, the Father, of whom'are all things, 


© and we in him; and ane Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by whom are 
_ © all things, and we by him. Eph. iv. 56. On- Lord, one 
© faith, ane baptiſm. One God, and Father of all; who's 


© above all, and through all, and in you all. 1. Tim. ii. 5. 


© For there is one Gad, and ine mediator between Gad and 
© men, the man Chrift Feſus. 


; Dee | 


955 * as no doubt thinking it to be partjculatly fayourable to hs 


© even in his fon Feſus Chriſt. This is the true Gad and 
© eternol-life. - I take the liberty to refer him to my /lluſ- 
Ld tration of particular texts of Scripture, p. 31, where he may 
learn that by the phraſes, viz. him that is true, and the true 

© God, we are to underſtand God the Father only, the 
_ © ſame whom our Saviour himſelf expreſsly ſtiles the only true 
- © God, when, in his ſolemn prayer (John xvii. 3.) he ſaid that 


© they might know thee, the only true. God, and Feſus Chrift | 


© whom thou haft ſent. This alone ſhould make us conſider 
© any interpretation of a paſſage. which ſhould make. it fay 
| * that there was another true God, as neceſlarily wrong, 
whatever other meaning ſhould be put upon it. Sup- 
© poſing that in ſome part of the Engliſh Old Teſtament 
lin which the doctrine of the unity of God is ſo fully 


caught) it ſhould be ſaid that Moſes was the true God ; 
would any man, on that account, believe him to be ſo. 
e would immdiately fay that it muſt either be a wrong 


_ © tranſlation, that ſomething elſe was intended beſides what 
© the words ſeemed to import, or that the paſſage was an 
& © interpolation. EF: 4 „ | 45 | es: 14 


© purpole, viz. 1 John v. 20. Aud tus are in him that is true, 


] 
i i 
lt I 
* 
; 0 
= 
. 
| 
| 
i Tf 
| 'F 
Fl 
1 
1 ' 
. 4 \ 
IT . 
+ Fas 


= a 1 5 * : 1 Y 
A > 2 — k 8 
__ £4 
* — 1 
42 - ww.” 
9 * * 


- 8 . I 
* 7 * 
* g 7 
- = 
OT, 22 e — Ws 2 — - 2. I ETD <4 i —— — — — —_— * — — 
— 5 n oi K ' N 4 - 
— , . _ 
- = In 
— ou ; — _ 
LES 
1 2 _* : 


nur nt dra „ Fig 


enen een by whe caly Sour 16-bit cahalidt 
+ in the ſeriptures; without ufing our reaſon in the inter- 
„ eee | 


« direAly taught in the words. of ſcripture. Does not out 
Saviour himſelf ſay (Mat. xxvi.. 26.) Take cat, this is my 


_ © © body; and likewiſe, v. 27. drink ye ail it, for this is my 
- * blood? Did he not alſo ſay, in the ſynagogue of Caper- . 


© naum, /erily, verily I ſay unis yon, except ye eat the flaſp 


© of the Son of man and drink his blood, ye baue na life in you. 


He that eateth my fleſh and drinketh my bload dwelleth in me 


Land I in bim, with much more to the fame purpoſe ? 


© There is no maxim of criticiſm clearer than this, vin. 


© that no man of common underſtanding could mean to fay 
© either what was manifeſtly abſurd, or what ſhould be a 
< flat contradiction to what he had expreſsly and repeatedly - 
c aſſerted. N than tho 
* dodtrine of three divine perſons makin only one God ; nor 
© can any writers more expreſly contradict themſelves, than 


b by firſt teaching the doctrine of one Gad, calling that God 


the Father; and even the God and Father of Cbriſt, and 


© then ſaying that this Chriſt is himſelf God, equal to his 


4 own God and father. If I could make no ſenſe at all of 
any particular paſſages, that might be found in any, of the 


£ = writings, I ſhould. ſay, without * that this 


© could.not be their ſenſe.” 
As your Letters, Sir, ſuppoſe that 1 a attended, » 


8 of this controverſy, you muſt, I preſume, have 
read this paſſage. 


With what face, then, can you ſay that 
my appeal is not to the ſcriptures, and that refuſe to abide 


by their evidence? 


In my reply 0 De, Pur wh Add eee 
in general, with a « ſceptical deſire of explaining away 


| the phraſeology of ſcripture,” I ſaid, The plain language 
of ſcripture is much more in favour of Unitarianiſm than 
of the doctrine of the trinity, and it is with difficulty ade 


+ to accord t0 n. | DMT 3: 4 


"=> 


A 


532 


E plain literal ſenſe of holy writ. On the contrary, they take 
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e of Gad and tio that of the pure humanity of Chrift.is = 


the common language of the ſcriptures, where no figure 


i © js uſed, or can be ſuſpected. As when the apoſtle fays 
„ Tim. ü. 5.) To ns tbere is ane God, and one mediator be- 


© tween God and man, the man Chrift' Jens. By what con- 
c ſtruction of words and phraſes can the doctrine of the 
© trinity be reconciled with this paſſage? Muſt not the 
— 7. Fm 
© confiſtent- with this myſterious. dorine? | 
0 rr 
their ſyſtem are very few indeed, compared with thoſe 
© which the Trinitarians muſt gu, eg mods of 
mmm? cM 

2 ts keen wiimen is an 
early period of the controverſy, you had overlooked them. 


But, ſurely, you muſt at leaſt have read that part of the con- 
troverſy, in which your great champion, the learned Biſhop 
of St. David's, is concerned. He more than once made 


the ſame groundleſs abjection that you now do, and I more 
than once replied to it; the ſecond time reminding him of 
what I had obſerved before. Pleaſe, Sir, to peruſe the fol- 


EEE ECHO when Archdeacon 


of St. Alban's. 


i - Bhs pertaſs the kb aeg par of your wits 


© work will be thought to be the following. In anſwer to 


amy ſaying that © many paſſages in ſcripture inculcate the 
__ doctrine of the divine unity in the cleareſt and ſtrongeſt 
__ <.manner,” you ſay, p. 141. He pleaſed; Sir, to produce 


sone of the many; meaning evidently, that there is no 
© ſuch paſſage; and p. 17. you add, © the Unitarians them- 
<« ſelves pretend not that their doctrine is to be found in the 


< the greateſt pains to explain away the literal meaning. 
Now, Sir, if you. had really read any unitarian treatiſe 
«at all, you muſt have known that this repreſentation is the 
© reverſe of the fact. We Unitarians certainly pretend at 
© leaſt, whether we able to prove it. or not, that the general 
* tenor, and plain literal ſenſe of ſcripture is in our favour, 


« that © | 
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« that + 1ex1s, und thoſe ilt-underſtood, 

© that you avail — of; and we ſay, that there is no 
© difficulty in Mterpreting even thoſe texts in perfect con- 
< fiſteney with . mans idiom of 
© the language be conſidered. 


Vou complain of my not — bar 
through authors. But ſurely, you cannot have even 


4 
oled through the very Letters of mine that you are pro- 
c feſſedly replying to. Let me therefore, bring again before 
© your view, a paragraph or two in thoſe Letters, which, as 
< fay as profenſions go, direAly contradict your confident 
© aſſertion, See p. 90. where you will find as follows: „I 
e 
pretend to find any thing harſh or difficult to me, I will 
“engage to produes ten that ſhall create more difficulty to 
« y Ho ſtrangely muſt you torture the plaineſt lan- 
„ gunge, and in which there is not a ſhadow of figure, to 
« interpret to your purpoſe, 1 Tim. ii. 5. There it one 
«K God; and one mediator between' God and man; the man 
( Chriſt Zeſus. 1 Cor. viii. 6. Fo us there is but one Gud, 
« the Father, of whom are all things and we in him, and ont 


« Lord Feſus Chri/t, by whom'are all things, and we by him; 


« or that expreſſion of our Saviour himſelf, John xvii. 2. 
« That they might know thee, the only true God, and Feſus 
« Chrift whom thou haſt ſent, Never upbraid us Unitarians 
«with torturing the ſcriptures, while you have theſe, and 


* hundred other plain texts, to ſtrain at, and to bend td 


“ your hypotheſis; beſides many general arguments, from 
e ebend eee eee 
<« ticular texts, to anſwer. 
This, Sir, was certainly. anſwering your challenge to 
produce one plain text in favour of the unitarian doctrine 
© before it was thrown out. I appeal to yourſelf for the 
© obvious ſenſe of the paſſages I have now recited; and you 


© ſay, p. 23. It is a principle with me; that the true ſenſe | 


« of any phraſe in the New Teſtament is what may be 
r re Le 
occur 


—— 


— 
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rn, and in every 


e ee eee eee 


| -< eptitlbd 4 general:View of the ee firFthe Unity of 


© God, and againſt the Divinity and Pre-exiflente of Chri/t, 
© from Reaſon; from the Scriptures, and from Hiftory, which 


you ſeem to have ſeen, as you refer to my tio penny 
© pamphlets, for this is ſold for two-pence. There you will 


© find, not only that Socinians pretend to have the clear 
© ſenſe of ſcripture in their fayour, but many of thoſe paſſages 
© exprefliye of that clear ſenſe, produced. I there obſerve, 


p. 10. that “ the ſcriptures contain the cleareſt and the 


& moſt expreſs declarations, that there is but one God, with- 


. © out ever mentioning any exception in favour of a trinity, 


4 or guarding us againſt being led into any miſtake by ſuch 


4 general and unlimited expreſſions. And if this lan- 


© guage, as you ſuppoſe, always reſpected the multiplicity of 
© gods among the heathens, why is this one God, in the New 
«© Teſtament always called the Father, and even the God and 
© Father ef our Lord Jeſus Chrift; and why are we no 


© where told that this one God is the trinity, conſiſting of 
 * © Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoft ? This, Sir, is the 


© language of your litany only. The Bible uſed in our 
conventicles, contains no ſuch barbarous jargon. 
I would alſo recommend to your peruſal another pam- 


- © phlet of mine, called, An Appeal to the ſerious and candid 


© Profeſſors of Chriſtianity, of which more than ten thouſand 
© have been ſold for a penny each; and of this I have lately 


v; © publiſhed a new edition, and have annexed to it the remark- 


© able Trial of Mr. Ekwall, of Wolverhampton, i in this neigh- 


© bourhood, for his publications in defence of the Socinian 


doctrine. Theſe ſmall publications of mine have, I truſt, 
© done much good, though you will call it much miſchief, 

in this country. I rejdice in perceiving, the increaſe of 
<this good, or this miſchief, every day; and I have no 
doubt of the ſucceſsful ſpread of religious truth by means 
© of theſe publications, notwithſtanding all you aan d6 to 


fr es *counteraRt them.” 


It 


nv. MR. uin. 13 


It may appear ſtrange to quote ſo much from my own 
writings ; but is it not more ſtrange that your conduct „ir, 
ſhould make this of mine neceſſary. The quotations, how- 
ever, abundantly prove that, whether I underſtand the 
ſcriptures or not, I am not afraid to appeal to them, and 


that I even make the great hinge of this controverſy to turn 


upon them; though you inſiſt upon it that I profe eſedly 
reject the argument from the OE as impertinent and 
inconcluſtve. 

After reading your Letters, I ſhall not — ! 
ſtil perſiſting in ſaying, that I even now reject the autho · 
rity of ſcripture. For I can ſay nothing ſtronger on the 
ſubject than I have repeatedly done before. This conduct 
of yours puts me in mind of the humorous attempt of 
Dean Swift to prove againſt Partridge: himſelf, that he was 
dead; and when the poor man replied, that if he was dead, 
he could not have anſwered him, the dean ſaid that ſuch 
an argument was to no purpoſe, as no man's evidence could 
be admitted in favour of himſelf. So you, Sir, will per- 
haps allege that, though the queſtion between us is ſimply 


whether I appeal to the ſcriptures or not, my own actual 


and repeated appealing to them is to be conſidered as no 


evidence at all. You will next, I ſuppoſe maintain that the 


publications are not mine. Indeed, there is no other 


method of ſupporting your accuſation.of me, and of vin- 
dicating yourſelf, However, you will not eaſily find ay 


other perſon who will chuſe to vs claim to them. 
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utter rejection and contempt of ſcripture evidence, in 
the controverſy concerning the perſon of Chriſt; you pro- 


ceed to a particular inſtance, as an exemplification of my 
conduct in it. And as it happens that I have actually con- 
fidered the very ſame text that -you produce for this pur- 
_ poſe, our readers will have an opportunity of comparing 
your repreſentation of my treatment of this paſſage with my 


own actual treatment of it, in a treatiſe publiſhed long before 
your Letters were written, and probably long before you 
were of age to write at all, and the contraſt will not be a 


| Ittle ftriking. 


. 166 fate alieg- 
4 by an example. Suppoſe the ſixth verſe of the 


_ « forty- fifth pſalm; Fhy throne, O God, is for ever and 
ver: the ſceptre of thy kingdom is à right ſceptre.”” 
Let this, in connexion with its parallel place in the firſt 


« chapter of Hebrews, Sth verſe; be the paſſage adduced in 
« favour of Chriſt's divinity ; according to your hypotheſis 
< there is io dependence to be placed on the argument, 
<« becauſe the "apoſtle, in his d of this ſeripture 
to the Meſſiah; was mifled by a prejudice common among 


« the Fews, reſpecting this and other paſſages of the Old 
* Teſtament. In this ſtatement, the principle at leaſt of your 


« gbjetion, is faithfully preſerved; a principle which I ſhall 


no proceed to prove, has for its object, not the emenda - 
cc tion of an interpolated paſſage, nor the correction of ſuch 


« caſual errors as are incident to every writer of antiquity, 
"Ya 


but the total demolition of revealed truth.” 8 


F 1 
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You then proceed to conſider, and reply to, this treat- 


ment ef che paſſage” in queſtion, taking it for granted, 


that it was mine, at leaſt that the principle, as you ſay, of my 
objeftion is faithfully preſerved in it. | hat fidelity tee 


our readers now judge for themſelves. | 
In my Illuftration of particular Paſſages of Scripture, firſt 


in the year 1772, I conſider this very text; and 
after reading your Letters, the reader muſt be ſurprized to 


find that, inſtead of going upon the principle of the writer 
_ miſſed by any prejudice, ſo that no dependence can 


be placed upon his argument, I actually explain it on the 


very oppoſite principle, viz. of its being a very proper cita- 


tion; the paſſage quoted not being at all miſunderſtood by 


the apoſtle, and fully proving what he had in view, which 
- was not the divinity of Chriſt, but his dignity, as conferred 
upon him by God; the character and authority of God, 


en which that of Chriſt reſted, being properly men- 


_ tioned on the occaſion. nr 
I till approve, is as follows, p. 34. 


© Heb. i. 10. And thou, Lord, in the beginning 10 b 
puns oem — As there are ſeveral ex- 
< prefſions in the firſt part of this chapter, which are not 
© eaſy to be underſtood, I ſhall give a brief explanation of 
them all, in their order; The great objection which the 
< Jews made to chriſtianity being the meanneſs of Chriſt's 
© appearance, and- the ignominious death that he ſuffered ; 
< to obviate this, the author of this epiſtle begins with re- 
© preſenting the great dignity to which, for the ſuffering of 
© death, Chriſt is now exalted at the right hand of God. 


© Having faid that, God, in theſe la days, had fpoken'to ws 


| © by his Son, he immediately adds, ver. 2. whom he hath 
| © appointed ' heir, or Lord, of all things; 'by whom alſo he 


© made, or appointed, not the material worlds, but the ages; 


e that is the preſent diſpenſation of God's government over 


© mankind, which is eſtabliſhed by the goſpel, the adminiſ- 
© tration of which is committed to the Son. Ibo being the 
* brightneſs of bis (nat is God's): glory, and the expreſ 
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0 God, is for ever and ever; or as it may be rendered, God | 
en thy throne for ever and ever; that is, Gad will eſtabliſh 
* . © the authority of Chriſt till time ſhall be no more. 4 
ſceptre of righteouſneſs is the ſceptre of thy. kingdom. Thou 

© haſt loved rightrouſneſs and hated iniquity, therefore God, 
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=" — of his (that is God's) — all things 
* by the word of bis (that is God's) power," &c. ſat down n 
© the right hand-of the majefly on high. It is plain from this 
« paſſage, that whatever Chriſt is, he is by divine appoint- 


© ment, whom he APPOINTED heir of all things. © 


; " + Afterwards this writer proceeds to prove that Chriſt is 
| © ſuperior to angels, and at the cloſe of this argument, he 


© has theſe words, but concerning the fon be ſays, Thy throne, 


© even thy God, has anointed thee with the oil of gladneſs above 
© thy fellows. From this paſſage nothing can be more plain, 


© than that whatever authority belongs to Chriſt, he has 2 | 


© ſuperior from whom he derives it; God, even thy God, has 
© anointed thee. This could never have been ſaid of the 


one true God, whoſe being and power are underived. 


In verſes 10, 11, 12. the apoſtle quotes an addreſs to 
God, as the great Creator and everlaſting Ruler of the 
© univerſe, but without any hint of its being applied to Chriſt, 
© from Pſalm cii. 25. 27. And thou, Lord, in the beginning 
© haſt laid the foundation of the earth, and the heavens are 
© the works of thine hands. They ſhall periſh, but tho re- 
© maineſt ; and they all ſhall wax old as doth a garment, and 


© as @ veſture ſhalt thou fold them up, and they ſhall he 


changed: but thou art - the ſame, and thy years ſhall nat 
© fail. This quotation was probably made with a view to 


c expreſs the great honour conferred on Chriſt, on account” 
of the dignity of the perſon who conferred it. For it 


© immediately follows, ver. 13. But to which of the angels 
6 N be, that is, the great Being to whom this deſcription 

© belongs, Sit thou on my right band until I make thine ene- 
© mies thy foot-ſiool. Or, ſince this quotation from the 
© Plalmiſt deſcribes a perpetuity of empire in God, it may 
* be intended to intimate a * n in Chriſt 
© who 


8 


4 
_ 


4 
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ho lialda his authority from God, and who muſt hold 
bit, unlaſa God himſelf be unable to ſupport it. 5% R C 
This, Sir, I hope, will bea leſſon to you in your future 


imagination only, but to have ſome. fas to go upon. What 
would think of a judge, or jury, who ſhould treat a 
as you have done me, that is, condemin him not 
ee eee ee eee . that of 


the plaineſt kind. {$019 2151 b 
Ido not profeſs, ang; mare than peu de — 


reſpondence, to enter into the controverſy itſelf, but only to 


conſider the principle, or ground, on which it proceeds. I 
cannot, however, avoid obſerving with reſpect to theſe quo- 


tations from the Pſalms, by the writer of the epiſtle to the 


Hebrews (which you, I doubt not, think ſo deciſively in 
favour of the proper dixinity of Chriſt, that I muſt renounoe 
all ſcripture authority before I can evade the forte of them) 
that if your interpretation be juſt, worſe conſequences will 
follow than any of thoſe, which you have aſcribed to my 

principles, and which it behaves you and your friends to 
— It is, that if the perſon here deſeribed by the 
characters of bim wha. laid the; foundation & the earth, the 
work of whoſe hands are the heavens, who will even change 
them with, as much eaſe as. a garment, and who. is fur ever 
unchangeably the. ſame, be deſcriptive of Chriſt, there is no 


' ſuch perſon as God the, Father at all. For, certainly, the 
Being who is thus deſcribed. by the Pſalmiſt was the only 
God that he acknowledged, or that is acknowledged in all 


the Old Teſtament, and conſequentiy. in the New. For 
make what you will of the word elohim, there certainly is 
but one Febouah.., And thus that great Being, to whom 


' Chriſt himſelf prayed, as the only, true Gad, John xvli. 3. 


will not only be no God at all, but an abſolute non- entity, 
and whoſe abſence from the creation would not be miſſed. 
Blaſphemous and dreadful conſequences are frequently 
aſcribed to my opinions, but what are they, Sir, in compa- 


or It is more than detbroning ; it is no leſs than 


ene C annihilating 


attempts at controverſy, and teach you not to write from 
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annibilating, the Almighty Maker of all things, and ſerting 
up a mortal man (one who actually did n 
God raiſed from the dend) in his place. 

There is mother paſſage of ſeriprurd'in e incerpomeriets 
of Which you exceedingly exult, viz. Pf. cx, 1. quoted by 
our Saviour as applicable to the Meſſiah; calling army inter- 
2 give of it, p. 19. the very extreme 

< of. impiety, hoſtile to the authority of the New Feſtament, 
and utterly inconſiſtent with his character who was en- 
«;dued with the holy Spirit without 'meafute.” 'You here- 
upon requeſt my explicit anſwer to our Lotd's queſtion, I 
David tben call him Lord, how is he his fon,” © No doubt,“ 
you infultingly-add, your fuperior advantages of know - 
ledge; in this as in all ether reſpects, will effectually 
« ſecure you from the embarraſſment, and corifetfuent 
rr 
ö « propounded. 327 

Now, Sir, 1 feet no embarraſiment on the fubiject, wt. 
therefore its ed für the fllente to which you imagine 
have reduced me. The Phariſees confidered their Mefl by 
as another David, viz. a great ting and at congueror; nor 
does it appear that they had any idea of his being à perſon 
ſuperior to David in any reſpect. It might, therefore, well 
puzzle them to find that David ſhould call him Lord; 18 T 
thin it muſt not a Rttle puzzle you to make out hbw A God 
could be the den F mam or how it ſhould be nevefhüry that 
Jeſus ſhould have the Spirit of God without men} fur, ty en 


| able him to work miracles, # he ht a pw e, 


n whofe Spit it 
Meanly as, in en we r 


5 we confider him as a perſon ſuperſor fe 
David; and very zaun, called hit Lord and 10 N 2 
s proper kingdom takes place, be will be 


as ours, - When 
bing over David hitnſef, If you aſk how came one man 
to be ſo greatly exalted above others, I aſk how came 
re 
*r? | 

bo Whether 


Whether Jeſus confidered the paſſage he quoted as ori- 

pinaliy relating to himſelf, or whether he only argued with 

the Phariſees, as he frequently did, on their own principles, 

does not appear. I feel no embarraſſment in conſequence 

of either ſuppoſition, though 1 "conſider the paſſage as 

hw relating to David, or Solomon, ouly. But this ſubjeQ I 
| | have diſcuſſed elſewhere. What I have advanced is fub- 


miitted to the judgment of the public, and I am willing that 
| 1 l i own wet 


1. bi 


«| eee 
of the "Reaſons for appealing e Barly Opinions concerning 
"the Perſon of Obrift. 


REV. _ 
FOUR account of the . or l of my en · 
quiry into the ſentiments of the early Chriſtians con- 
Ph nt fre dp” Chriſt appears as ſtrange to me, ag 
ur account of my treatment of ſcripture authority on tl 
abjet. That fo very plain a buſineſs, and for which 
have ſo frequently given the plaineſt reaſons, could be ſq 
tly miſunderſtood, and miſrepreſented, is, I think, not a 
ketle extraordinary. It has as often,” you fay p. 5. 
80 Mn. F have lid the fubject, appeared to me in a 
« high degree prepoſterous to adyert to early opinions in 
ce proof of a doctrine, which, from its nature,. can ulti- | 
e mately be determined by the ſcriptures only, Dil- 
& cuffions of this nature,” you ſay, p. 6. can do 
& little more than excite the ſneer of infidelity, and 
« are manifeſtly incongruous and abſurd.” Again, p. 
28, you repreſent them as ( an ingenious attempt to ; 
C 2 « bring 
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bring the only deciſive mode of proof into diſcredit,” and 
call my arguments mediums of proof which in the deter- 
4 mination — . are little * um learned 
« impertinences.” eee e 
As it is ident aht you ue eh rows, benen 
comes to the ſame thing, have never conſidered; what I have 
already advanced on this ſubject, I ſhall once more place 
before you two of the paſſages which ſufficiently explain the 
reaſons of my conduẽt. To the author of Primitibe Can- 
dour I ſay, p. 98. I am not a little ſurprized that this 
© learned and ingenious writer ſhould need to be informed, 
© that, to aſcertain the opinion of the chriſtian world in the 
© age immediately following that of the apoſtles, cannot but 
© be of great uſe in order to aſcertain the opinion of the apoſ- 
tles themſelves, and conſequently the true ſenſe of their 
© writings. There may be many cauſes which at this diſ- 
© tance of time may miſlead us in our interpretation of their 
© writings ; but they muſt have been underſtood by thoſe 
* for whoſe uſe they were written, and who could have had 
© recourſe to the writers themſelves to GE yy mean- 
© ing, if it had been doubtful. 

I have no doubt but that, if this writer bimſelf could 
© clearly prove, from independent evidence, that the com- 
© mon people among the early chriſtians, both Jews and 
6 Gentiles, were ſuch Trinitarians as he is, he would make 
© no ſmall account of the fact, as being nearly decifive in 
proof of the apoſtles having been Trinitarians, and that 
« the doctrine of the trinity is contained in their writings. 
I think that I can prove that the chriſtians of the early 
© ages were Unitarians , and this is one reaſon, independent 
© of my own interpretation of their writings, why I Ace 
© that the apoſtles were ſo. 

In my letter to Mr. Barnard, 1 ſay to the fame 8 | 
p. 83. © You think it extraordinary, p. 334- that 1 ſhould 
have recourſe to ſuch guides as the fathers to ſettle my 
opinion concerning the doctrine of the trinity, thinking, 


— OT pee that the ſtudy of the ſcriptures might render all 


© other 
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Lebe helps anerk. Now I have more than once 
given my reaſons for this conduct. It is, in ſhort, this. 
«Chriſtians are not agreed in the interpretation of ſcripture 
© language; but as all men are agreed with reſpect to the 
nature of hiſtorital evidence, I thought that we might per- 
© haps better determine by hiſtory what was the faith of 

* chriſtians in early times, independently of any aid from 
© the ſcriptures. And it appeared to be no unnatural pre- 
© ſumption that, whatever that ſhould appear to be, ſuch 
© was'the doctrine of the apoſtles from whom their faith 
© was derived; and that by this means we ſhould be poſ- 
© ſeſſed of . 
© of the ſcriptures.” 

If, after reading theſe paſſages;: you ul have no Aber ä 
an of the nature and object of my late diſquiſitions con- 
cerning the opinions of early times, than you had when you 
wrote your Letters to me, I am not able to do any thing more 
for you, and my conduct muſt ſtill remain as wen 
as ever. 

LVour curious allufion, p. 28. to my W in the 
nil of popiſh fophiftry in this inquiry ſhews, if you have any 
meaning at all, your total miſapprehenſion of this buſineſs. 
For I have had little or nothing to do with any writers that 

are ever called popiſb; having quoted only thoſe chri/tian 
fathers with whom the doctrine of the trinity originated, 
and whoſe own account of it I have faithfully exhibited, 
that my readers might ſee from what principles this ſtrange 
doctrine of three perſons in one God, (a doctrine as abſurd 
in itſelf, and in every poſſible explanation of it, as it is ab- 
horrent to the whole tenor of revelation) firſt roſe, and 
how differently, and abſurdly, it has, in all its ſtages, been 
explained. It was not therefore my floundering, but the 
floundering of the fathers of your own faith, and your otun 
flounderings, who have followed them, that has contributed 
to your amuſement, as well as mine. 

What you quote from Mr. Seed, in 1 of the 


conduct of thoſe n individuali, as you call them, p. 6. 
who 
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who have thought it neceflary to meet me on the ground | 
| of hilary, is notoriouſly falſe in point uf fact. The an- 
« ti trinĩtarians (ſays he) firſt introduced metaphyſics into 
. «the queſtion, on purpoſe to perplex it with laboured ab- 
& ſtractions, and ſtudied refinements; and then the Catho- 
. lies were obliged, though reluctantly, to follow them 
through all their mazes and windings, to chew that tho 
t doctrine would abide the teft of metaphyſics. For if ſome 
« men's underſtandings, like the earth under the curſe, will 
« be fruitful of little elſe but thorns and briars to entangle 
& and perplex; it is a duty incumbent on the labourers in 
e the vineyard to weed the foul, and not let the doftrine bo 
. r run and choaked by them,” 4 

No there is no inſtance of any Unitarian having had 
recoutls to metaphyſical reaſoning cill the platoniving fmberk, 
the authors of the doctrine of the trinity, did fo. It is this 
doctrine only, and not that of the Unitarians, that requires 
any metaphyſics. . Had all chriſtians been content, as the 
| Unitarians are, with conſidering the ſupreme Father as tb 
ene true God, and Jeſus, like Moſes and other prophets, as 
a-man ſent of Gad, no nice diſtinctions had been neceſſary. 
For God and man are very different beings. But when 
Chriſt was lerer . non I OP Father 
perſonified, and then as God equal 10 the Father, a diſtinct 
divine perſon, and yet not anather God, then came'in meta- 
phyſics, that is the moſt ſubtle diſtinRions, or rather the moſt 
palpable nonſenſe on the one hand, in order to reconcile tho 
moſt manifeſt contradictions, and accurate diſcuſſion on the 
e e e e e 
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| f thy Doctrine of Inſpiration.” © 
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REV. 0 | | | 
a E ſubjeRt of the pfpiretion Fae tis on which 
you enlarge fo much, I have no occafion to diſcuſs 
with 501, becauſe I allow the infallibility of the writers as 
as far as the queſtion between us is concerned. Beſides, 
our difference on this head is not ſo great as you would give 
your readers to underſtand. For you allow, Note p. 27. 
 inacuracies, of ſome kind or other, in their writings, and 
fay that, where there was no extraordinary occaſion to 
« interpoſe, God did not think fit to interpoſe in an extra- 
&* ordinary manner.” We adopt, therefore, the fame rule, 
and only differ in our application of it; you conſidering 
thoſe as extraordinary occefions, which I ſee in a different 
light; and as you judge by your own reaſon, what thoſe 
extraordinary occaſions are, I do the ſame by mine, which 
is only ſetting the reaſon of one man againſt that of another, 
ONE IST IBS which you perpetually infinuate that 
I 
"You add, indeed, that beſides this plenary inſpiration 
* lives it wi ned they were © ſo far ſuperintended in 
« writing as to ſecure them from all error. But this, Sir, 
is arbitrarily aſſerted, and more than your own general 
maxim” requires, For had Paul, for example, forgotten 
himſelf, and left his cloak ſomewhere elſe than at Troas, 
you would hardly have thought that a proper occa- 
fion for a divine interpoſition, to rectify the miſtake, 
Now there is no error that I aſcribe to the apoſtles of any 
„ n e er | 
ſuch a miſtake as this. 
As to the perſon of Chrif, it was impoſſible, without any 
inſpiration, TB 
C4 tz 
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it; and what they thought of him, 'both before and after 
his reſurrection, is evident from their language concerning 
him. Before that event they conſidered him (Luke xxiv. 
19.) as @ prophet mighty in word and deed, before God and all 

the people; and after the deſcent of the holy ſpirit, when you 

_ ſuppoſe them to have been divinely illuminated, as a man 

approved of God by miracles and wonders and figns which God 
did by him (Acts ii. 22) whom men had put to death,” but 
whom God had raiſed eee the dead. Theſe are all characters 
deſcriptive of a prophet, and what the Jews meant by that 
term is well known. Moſes was a prophet, Samuel, Iſaiah, 
Jeremiah, &c. where prophets, that is, men inſpired by | 

| God, not themſelves Gods. Such a prophet, therefore, * 
no doubt, the apoſtles and early chriſtians took Chriſt to be, ay 

when © «0d orange" oa ory * 


characters. 8 X 
A hike ei; be 1 


Though I have no 
diſcuſs the ſubject of inſpiration with you, I cannot forbear 
quoting ſome extraordinary paragraphs of yours relating to + 
it, eſpecially ſome of thoſe in which you repreſent the con- 

ſequences of my opinions, that our readers may judge for : | 

| themſelves how confiſtent they are with your declaring | 

p. 23, that you © would not wantonly place my opinions 
« in an invidious point of light.” Many of our readers, 
however, will probably think that the word not is: here in- 
ſerted by an error of the preſs, becauſe the following 
| paragraphs, will do much better without it I would 
<« npt wantonly place your opinions in an invidious point of 
“light; but I would ſeriouſly aſæ, may not any man, con- 
ſiſtently enough with your doQrine, ſet up a defence of 
<« the worſt opinions, and even excuſe the moſt villainous 
& practice by only alleging, that the paſſages of ſcripture 
& which condemn, or prohibit his conduct are not of divine 
L authority? This: conſequence, Sir, however ſhocking 
« to common ſenſe, and ſubverſive of every ſound principle 
- © of morality, ſeems to my mind, the neceſſary reſult of 
e ee eee. let the ſtable haſis of in- 
fn 
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. fallible inſpiration be once deſtroyed, and it will inevitably = 
« follow, that the authority of the New Teſtament muſt | 


« reyert to private judgment. 


It is ſeriouſly incumbent” (p. e Dr. Prieſtley, i 
et before he utterly renounces the authority of ſcripture, to 
produce ſome more efficacious and explicit ground of moral 


obligation. Your theory of inſpiration appears (p. 26) to 
my underſtanding, big with every miſchief. I tremble, 
«. (ibid) at the application of your principle]! Under its 


( auſpicies the decalogue' is not more ſecure than the apoffolic 


* teftimany. For if the reaſon of the individual is to be the 
« ſole umpire in matters of faith, why not in the choice of 
te condu#t alſo ? It is evident, Sir, from your own example, 
te that there is no authority which this reaſon may not dif- 


pute, and it requires but little diſcernment to perceive, - 


t that when once the authority of the legiſlature is called 
te in queſtion (whether that authority be human or divine) 
« an opportunity only is wanting to juſtify diſobedience, 


It ar eee cee apt: eien 


« rediculous. P. 27. 


The licentiouſneſs of opinion ( p. 27) e by a FR 
&« of innovation which diſdains ſubmiſſion to every authority 
« that may be ſuſpected to interfere windy ee 
& ien 6 
lis ſomethin „„ aſcribe ſo very 


uch to a mere deſire of promoting Unitarianiſm, For if I be the man 
that he deſcribes, what can Unitarnwiſin do for me, and therefore why 


mould I be ſo much concerned for it, and eſpecially make 2 obnox- 


ious as I have on this account? In this ſituation certainly the moſt natu- 


ral, as well as the moſt candid, ſuppoſition is, that I embrace Unitari- 


_ n. gate it, becauſe I conſider it to — cauſe 
unportant {ru it — every man to reſpect, to 
mote.” What other recommendation can it have for me, or any her 
man, in this country, according to the laws of which it is confiſcation of 
goods and impriſonment for life to profeſs it? But we think we ought 
to obey God rather than man, at any riſque. There muſt be ſome — 
charm in Unitarianiſm, if, as Mr. Burn ſeems to ſuppoſe, in 

ef a love of truth, of a regard to intereſt, and of every er ration 

8 2Gtuate the human mind, it ſhould have this j 

ſhould not Trinitarianiſm ne 211 
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- Laſtly, you more than inſinuate that I am determined to 


eppoſe the authority of ſcripture, notwithſtanding theſe 


< horrid conſequences, when you ſay, p. 17. an Inſpira- 
« tion, Sir, which leaves a man in ignorance, and qualifies" 
<« him to blunder on thoſe very points which it was the 
« deſign of his miſſion to reveal, may be a deſireable thing 
« to thoſe. (if ſuch men there be) who have ſyſtems to main 
tain in oppoſition to its authority.” | 

On what you. lay of the e 446 not being Lao 
with me, of my calling in queſtion the authority of the ſu- 
preme legiſiature, and my making the reaſon of the individual 
JE eee which, you ſay, will ji 
1 wirh 
es en 3s 

The poſitions abovementianed — of any 
inciple of mine, though you are pleaſed to call them ſo: 


Thie whole ſtring of aſſertions is nothing leſs than the 


groſſeſt and moſt unfounded of calumnies, for which you 
have no authority at all, not even that of an inference from 
any thing that I have advanced ; though that would be un- 
fair to- aſcribe to me; nen 


for any thing more than he himſelf allows. 


Where, Sir, have I ſaid that the reaſon of the individual is 
the ſole umpire in matters of faith ? I call upon you to pro- 
duce any thing that I have written that will bear ſuch a 
conſtruction.  You' muſt have been reading 
Bolingbroke, Hume, or Voltaire, and have imagined their 
writings to be mine. I think I may ſay that no man now 
hving in this country, nor perhaps in any other, has written 
more to prove the very reverſe of what you aſcribe to me, 
viz. the i A and che neceſſity of di. 
vine revelation.” | 
| The two truly great dodtrines of revelation, are thoſe of 
the unity of God, and the reſurrection of man to a future life; 
neither of which, in my opinion, could the unaſſiſted reaſon 
of man have diſcovered, and leaft of all the latter. But 
— 9 one of theſe doctrines, by 

maintamng 
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miuintaining a trinity of druine perſons, or Gods; and though 
you, in fact, fuperſcde the other, by the doctrine of '@' 
ſeul, thereby rendering the reſurrection of the body of no va- 
lue at all, I do not charge you with denying revelation. 
Bath theſe inſringements of the great truths of revelation, 
I would farther obſerve, were made by human reaſon, or phi- 
loſophy, as in my writings I have abundantly proved. They 
aroſe from the vain ſpeculations of men, operating to 
undermine the great and diſtinguiſhing. doctrines of revela- 
tion. It is you, Sir, therefore, nes who ſet up 
reaſon againſt revelation. | 
That your notions on the ſubje& * inſpiration and the 
authority of ſcripture, are extremely crude, and indigeſted, or 
elſe that you do not know how to expreſs your own mean- 
ing, is evident from your ſuppoſing, p. 32. that the. ſenſe 
only, and not the authority of ſcripture, is to be determined 
by reaſon, and from your ſaying that otherwiſe .< our faith 
& contrary to the ſcripture, will ſtand in the wiſdom af man. 
But, pray, Sir, how do you actually judge of the authority 
of ſcripture, if you ſet aſide the uſe of reaſon. You have 
two books, for example, preſented.to you, the Bible, and the 
| Koran, and the authority of each is to be determined. If, 
inſtead of the uſe of reaſon, you have recounſe to what you 
here oppoſe to it, viz. the :nfallibility ef the apoſtolic taſtimony 
how are you to aſcertain this? You are not to take the 
mere word of the apoſtles, for their infallibility, any more 
than that of Mahomet for hit. Certainly, then, you muſt 
have recourſe to this ſo much dreaded and reprobated reaſon, 
if you make a wiſe deciſion at all. Vou will hardly ſaythat 
God, or the apoſtles, have revealed themſelves to you per- 
ſonally, and told you which of theſe two books is to be your 
infallible guide. Or if they have revealed themſelves to you, - 
they have not to me, and many others; and in a matter of 
this conſequence we ſhall not take your ward, or any man's 
word. We require the proof of your inſpiration, and of the 
degree of it, and ſhall judge of the * 
Funn n FR | 
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place whither the Spaniards went; ſo, Sir, judging of the 
tree by its fruits, I ſhall willingly take my chance with pious, 
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declaim in-this random manner againſt 


. the oof "ey remember th od ing, tha No man is 


« againſt reaſon; till reaſon is againſt him, Notwithſtand- 
ing I refuſe to ſurrender my reaſon to you or to any man, the 
Bible rightly underſtood, is as much my religion, as it was 


that of Chillingworth, yourſelf,- or any other Proteſtants, 


eee , eee Ms 


. 1 L 


a 
F 75 4 0 3 . . 4 » 
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"of the immoral Conſequences of my 3 


as REV, an; l | | | 
WInꝑ e to. al ene eee 5 . 
you ſo liberally aſcribe to ny opinions, I ſhall con- | 


— 


tent myſelf with ſaying, that if your principles be conſiſtent 


with ſuch manifeſtly unjuſt and injurious inſinuations, by 
which nothing could be meant but to render my character 
odious (though with a view, as you may ſay, to the ad- | 


vancement of truth) I diſclaim ſuch principles, 
and unexamined, and prefer the extreme of here, with 


candour, to the moſt perfect orthodoxy without it. As the 
Indian ſaid to the Spaniſh prieſt, who would have perſuaded 
him to be baptized in the article of death, threatening that 
if he did not ſubmit to that ceremony, he would certainly 
go to hell, whither all his anceſtors had gone before him, 
that © he choſe to go to his anceſtors, rather than to any 


Lardner, - 
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dna Dr: Jebb, &c. who- — 4 
againſt any man. (though ſentenced: by your church with- 
out -doubt"to-perifh. everlaſtingly) rather than with thoſe who * 
ſcruple no miſrepreſentation, or abuſe,” to promote their | 
cauſe; though in itſelf! it ſhould be ever ſo good. Fearing 

God, and reſpecting his truth, I hope I ſhall never fear what 
man may ſay of me, or do to me, leaſt of all in another 
* where, happily, your power does not extend. 1 

Had you, Sir, been more attentive to our Saviour's ex- 
cellent and plain rule in judging of men, viz. By their fruits 
ye ſhall know them, you would not have been ſubject to ſuch 
dreadful alarms about the.conſequences of 'my opinions, or 
any others, as you now either are, or affect to be. You 
ſay that my ſentiments are big with every miſchief, that they 
attack the very baſis of moral obligation, that they are unfa- 
vourable to the intereſts of ſaciety, that even the decalogue ſelf 
is unſafe, that all principle being gone, nothing but opportunity 
is wanting to juſtify diſobedience. To alarm your readers, 
if poſſible, ſtill more you add, p. 27. © to thoſe who con- 
& fider the influence that, in the concurrence of events, fa- 
« yourable to innovation, ſuch opinions may yn 
conduct, it is a truly ſerious concern: 

Had I taught principles profeſſedly atheiflical you could 
not have expreſſed greater apprehenſions than theſe. For 
when all moral principle is deſtroyed, men are prepared for 
every villainy. With thefe ideas I ſhould not wonder if 
you ſhould adviſe the immediate apprehenſion” of all Uni- 
tarians, leſt you ſhould not be able any longer to ſleep in 
your beds, or travel the public roads in ſecurity, or leſt-your 
wives and daughters ſhould be expoſed to the moſt brutal 
outrages. For there is nothing that human nature is ca- 


pable of, ſo atrocious that you mn 
ready to perpetrate. 

But pray, Sir, have you confidered what time it "wall re- 

quire for ſuch principles as ours to operate, and produce 

| their proper effect. For if they have any tendency to pro- 


duce miſchief, it W If, according 
; to 
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"Sat moral principles may be eee 


there muſt be a time for its bearing fruit. Now to fry no- 
thing of primitive times, theſe very principles have been 
publicly profeſſed in many countries of Europe, at leaſt, ever 
fince the reformation. I myſelf have taught them more than 
thirty years. Many others are as indefatigable in the bu- 
_ fineſs as myſelf, ind it is univerſally acknowledged, and 
pathetically tamented by many, that they gain ground every 
dy; and pray, Sir, what do you actually foe, to make you 
txemble in this manner. If our lives had not been as ſober, 
and exemplary, as yours, indifferent ſpectators would have 
perceived it, and have taken the alarm as well as you; but 

if no apparent nlchief has arĩſem from dur principles in three 
hundred years, I ſhould think you might diſmiſs your fears, 
Wren reprint puree, et ar, ent 3 jeg 
. erer mach, 

\Befides; I: coukd with to quiet your fear ws jour own #e= 
count. For the many ſleepleſs nights which your apprehen- 
ons, if rea}, muſt neceſſarily have cauſed you, accompanied, 
of courſe, with much earneſt prayer and faſting, muſt in 
time affect your health. This conſtant trembling, faſting, 
watching, and praying, will foon wear any man, more cor- 
pulent than you are, to a ſkeleton; unleſs, with Falſtaff, 


| gi well TC REY Oper with you; and" Sw 


ops How yd ar 
Confider then, I fay again, fot: the fake of your own 
prace of mind, and health of body, what time you think our 


| ———ů fer horre whether that time 


may not be actually elapſed, fo that you may make yourſelf 


eafy about them. If they be big, as you ſay, with miſchief, 


Li, d eſpecially with eve miſchief, crimes of every kind and Ph 


including treaſon, murder, burglary, &c.) th 
muſt ſome time bur/?; if they attack the Baſis of moral obli- 
gation, with any vigour, it muſt fooner or later give way: 


and if nothing but opportunity be wanting for the com- 


mencement of our outrages (all moral principle being to- 


tally gone) it muſt have occurted in a reaſonable ſpace of 
time. 
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becauſe. crimes: — every day. But N 
committed by Unitarians, more than Trinitzrians? 


As to the decalogue, you certainly break one Ke | 


mandments, viz. the frf, which, from that very cireum- 
- tance, we may ſuppoſe, not to be of the leaſt importance. 
. agen. eueleſy CSI apags Ah 
worſhip, of only an- And the ninth, which requires 
you not to bear 5 enktneſ againſt yaur neighbour, you 
have ſhamefully violated in this very publication. Now 


which of theſe commandments do you charge us Uni- 


tarians with habitually violating? I believe, however, that 
though you have broken theſe commandments, you have 
not had > very bad intention at the botioar's. er N 
tainly do not know what ſpirit you are of. 

That you may not bereaficr fur where as ur 4s, Paste 


to take from me, a preacher of chriſtianity as well as your- 


ſelf, though not appointed according to your rules (which, 


it is ſaid, you did not wait for) and one who has ſtudied 
chriſtianity at leaſt longer than you have done, this plain 


leſſon of it. That which is moſt favourable to virtue in 


chriſtianity is the expeQation of a future ſtate of retribution, 


grounded on the firm belief of the hiſtorical facts recorded 


in the ſcriptures, eſpecially the miracles, the death, and re- 
ſurrection of Chriſt. ' The man who believes theſe things 
only (which I imagine I do as firmly as you) and who, to- 
gether with this acknowledges an univerſal providence, order- 
ing all events, that our very hearts are conſtantly open to 
the divine inſpeRion, ſo that no iniquity, or purpoſe of it, 
can eſcape his obſervation, will not be a bad man, or a dan- 
gerous member of fociety. Theſe. principles, which are 
common to all chriſtians, habitually impreſſed upon the 
mind, would dad us all to Jet God always before ns; and 
thus conſtantly living as ſeeing him who is invifible, cheriſfi- 
ing an habitual love and reverence for him; and having an 
immortal ſtate hereafter in continual proſpect, our hearts 
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= 
5 all_ipordinate deſires will be ſuppreſſed, all undue reſent» 
ments ſtifled, and we ſhall rejoice in nothing ſo much as the 
purſuit of truth, and the uniform practice of virtue. 
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I your religious principles, Sir, can do more for you 
than this, ſhewit hy your conduct. As yet, it does not appear, 
from. your Letters that you have learned even ſo much. The 
reaſon of it is that there are tares mixed with your wheat; 


1 there is in your ſyſtem of chriſtianity ſomething that debaſes 


the pure ſpirit of it, and does not conſiſt with, either the 
veneration of the diyine character, which is the 
foundation of true devotion to God, or perfect candour and 
benevolence to man. I mean thoſe corruptians of chriſtianity, 

which your church. retains, and which it is my great object 
to explode, from the full perſuaſion I have of their bad len- 
dency, though I am far from conſidering. them in ſo fright- 
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4, REV. SIR, 


8.4 have as much a. of your — 8 er 
raſſed, and reduced to filence, by what I have urged in 


| theſe Letters, as you had from what you addreſſed to me; 


and as you ſeem to have wanted the advice of ſome judi - 
cious friend in the conduct of this buſineſs, and it is poſſible 
that, in lieu of it, that of an adverſary een =. 


ene 8 


If you be diſpoſed to reply in the ſams title wi on 
the ſame principles, with which you wrote ww Low, 
ris, | | y 
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| Ay ME ' BURN; 33 


| foy volyithr ſtrong aſſertions, you muſt have found by 
the reetption your Letters have met with, will have ſome 


weight) that, finking under your charge of deſpiſing the 
ſeriptures, I was reduced to the neceſſity of utterly renoun- 
cing,-as you plainly foretold, p. 25, that I ſhould do, the 
authority of ſcripture ; and that, not being able to produce any 
more efficacious and explicit ground of moral obligation, I firſt 


Aud as your predeceſſor Mr. Venn (to 'whoſe: performance 


this of yours, Sir, bears a very ſtriking reſemblance) declared 
that he would do, if his opinion ſhould be confuted, vis: 
formally Burned my Bible, and that, then, agreeably to the 
maxims which he aſcribes to all new" ſchemers, I went and 
hanged myſelf; and this will give you a fine opportunity of 
exerting all your powers of pathos in warning other Uni- 
tarians, and the world in general, by my example. If you 
ſhould even proceed to publiſh my af? dying ſpeech and con- 
feffin, together with a commentary upon it, it will only be 
of a piece with the ſtrange and groundleſs aſſertions in your 
Letters; and as few of your readers will queſtion any thing. 
that you think proper to-publiſh, you may, before the truth 


| be diſcovered, have the credit” of having totally demoliſhed 


me, of having happily rid the world of fo peſtilent and 
reſtleſs a heretic as I am, and may conſequently. riſe in 
preferment even above the haughty biſhop of St. David's. 

This, Sir, would be writing as you actually have written, 
that is, without the leaſt regard to truth, or probability. 
But if you have any remains of chriſtian principle within 
you, aſk pardon of God, of the public, and of myſelf, for 
your groſs and ill founded calumnies, and then, I ſhall be 
happy to ſhew my chriſtianity by forgiving you. By _ | 
teſts as theſe try _ much as you pleaſe. : 

To conclude with perfect ſeriouſneſs, I call upon you, 


Sir, in the face of this town, and of your country, before 

whom you have publiſhed your accuſations of me, | 

1. To produce if you can, (for as yet you have not 

even | attempted to do it) any paſſage in my numerous 

| une by any fair conſtruction, be in- 
D ferred, . 
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eonfident affertions, that my object in inquiring into early 
opinions concerning the perſon "of Grin was an imjurious 


mode of proof inta diſcrodit. And a | 
33. Shew Where I have, e bende rater; 5 
| nuusted that the reaſon of the individual is, in your ſenſe of 
the phraſe, the ſole umpire in matters of faith, ſo that the 
decalogue itſelf ſhall be'in danger of being no more reſpected 


3 ſuſpected dy me, there be any ſuch paſſage in my writings, 

I FI promiſe to expunge it with indignation; though it —_—_ 
be abundantly refuted by the general tenor of them. 

To a charge of this ſerious” nature, you muſt not Sir, 


Letters would ſuggeſt many more queſtions, but as you are 
a young writer, and our correſpondence may continue ſome 
* I ſhall not proceed farther in this catechiſm at preſent. 
will be a matter of ſome eurioſity, if you Pould find 
fome difficulty in your reply, to ſee in what manner your 
brethreti of the clergy will conſider your conduct. There 


of your cups in this reſpect. Mr. Howes has been ſhewn 
to be guilty of a manifeſt /aiſchood' in his account of my 
conduct in this controverſy, and he has been repeatedly called 
upon to vindicate himſelf, or to aſk pardon; but though 
he has. been reduced to abſolute filence, none of his 
* brethren have expreſſed the leaſt diſapprobation of his con- 
duct. It looks as if all fins of a Bruber were venial ones 
With you. Other clergymen have | publiſhed pieces of 
ſcurrility againſt me of the loweſt kind, conſiſting of nothing 
the moſt abſurd and intemperate railing, ſuch as I have 
"aſhamed in any manner to notice, and yet I have 
; Fb 
* | 9 


. — — 2 — 1 | 
3 Make” it appear by ſomethig elſe than your on 


deunpt, as you ſeruple not to call it, 4 * ee 


vy me than yon ſay the  apofolic teftimony is. If, un- 


be ſilent. I demand a diſtin and explicit anſwer. Your 


are ſome circumſtances of this kind already before the 
— which give no favourable idea of the ſpirit of ſome 
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His rebellions cre 


that we diſclaim the divine authority of the ſcriptures, that we 
inſiſt upon a right to rejeft what: tue think to be unreaſonable in 
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Wag, 


"Balthawar, who ſhot the Prince of Oranges 1 doubt. not 
pen. uy received 8 on account of 8 . 


8 of the _ however; I well know, are 


| 2 With many of the clergy, both in. the js. *i 
church of England and the church of Rome, I have long k. »Y 


gs vs 
* 4 _ - 
7 y 


been in habits of intimacy, and I eſteem their acquaintance 


and friendſhip an honour, and ſo I do that of the liberal and 


intelligent of all perſuaſions ; and I am far from confining 
52 good ſenſe to thoſe who think a8. I do. 


- Wiſhing your future E 
: DOCTOR RAO CRATE 


I ber 999+ 
© Reverend Sir, 
©" Your very humble FRAN 
. J. Panertzv. 
- Nos, Feb, 175 179. 
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* p. 8. Recollecting a general Grmilarity 8 
count of my religious principles and that of Mr. Venn, I have, 
+ fince the preceding Letters were ſent to the preſs, looked 


into my reply to him, and I find the likeneſs more ſtriking 
than I had imagined it to be. He ſays that I am net @ whit 


better than a rank Deiſi at the bottom, that my notions: in 
religion are pagan, that according to the-new ſchemers in 
general (but evidently meaning myſelf in particular) the 
faculty of man is of itſelf ſufficient to determine what it becames 


Fehovah to reveal ef himſelf, his councils, and his way of ſaving 
s, that we believe no divine Meachings, 


them, be the words that affirm it ever ſo plain. This was 
advanced twenty one years ago, when I had publiſhed 


nothing in theology except my firſt /mall catechi/m, and the 
Tract on the Lau Supper. . AS, N to 


Venn, 
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OS Np, Inst 8 lands — 
Js me to be at preſent; I ſhould; think you might 
| conclude, that norwichftanding.«your-diftreſſing apprebett= | 


- "Hons, . whatever it be, will not proceed much . 
c eto ye r 
1 FFF N 


ee advanced againſt me, which I diſlinctlß 5 3 
eee (though it Was to no purpoſe. ; for like 


, the man without the wedding garment, he remained /pexch- _. |} 
hes ion the ſubj lat day to this) J faid to Rin ae | 
C e MF x44 


Four hand upon your heart, and queſtion yourſelf concern- | 
x "| 4 ng the real temper of mind in which. you wrote to mem 
the true motive of your conduct, and the end you had in „ 
x ien in endeavouring, 28 you. have d to ex ie to 2 
* en of mank ing 
che Reply to Mr. Venn abundantly anſwered i its pur- 
. © Pole, I have no deſign to reprint it. But as the Confiderations | 
an Differences of Opinion among Chriſtians which 1 
| to.it, may be 25 uſeful now 2s they were then, I ſhall immedi-. 
* ing 2 ſecond edition of them, in as cheap. a form 25 1 | 
well ean. This was the firſt piece of us controverſy 
5 that 1 Wrote, and much as I have written fince, I hope it 
will appear that I have never loſt ſight of the obſeryations | 
2 (equally proper for all wh write-or read controverly} which | 
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